The problem of traffic accidents is not generally discussed as an issue with any political, philosophical, psychological, or cultural implications. What might such implications be? In terms of policing, countries and nations worldwide generally have quite a narrow focus on prophylaxis (road safety education, awareness campaigns, warning signs about speed limits, dangerous corners, etc.) and punishment (fines, trials, sometimes prison sentences for those who cause accidents). This paper argues that a broader and deeper analysis of the issue is needed, in order to understand (principally) and possibly pre-empt or at least remediate (secondarily) the harm and damage of traffic accidents.
Introduction
In 2015 the United Nations promulgated its seventeen Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs). Goal number 3, which is headed 'Good Health and Well-Being', includes a 'Target 3.6', as follows:
"By 2020, halve the number of global deaths and injuries from road traffic accidents." (United Nations 2015) At the time of writing, 2020 is two months away. How is the world progressing in its pursuit of SDG Target 3.6?
In a word, badly. The report from the World Health Organization (WHO) titled 'Global status report on road safety 2018', published on 7 December 2018, concludes its 'Summary of progress to date' with these words:
The number of road traffic deaths continues to climb, reaching 1.35 million in 2016, while the rate of death relative to the size of the world's population has stabilized in recent years. The progress that has been achieved has not occurred at a pace fast enough to compensate for the rising population and rapid motorization of transport taking place in many parts of the world. At this rate, the SDG target 3.6 to halve road traffic deaths by 2020 will not be met. (WHO 2018a, 94) In addition to the 1.35 million annual death-rate, over 50 million people suffer serious injury from car crash events worldwide every year, according to the same WHO report. The growth-rate of road traffic deaths and injuries is constant, in line with population growth. It is reasonable, based on these data, to conclude that the problem remains unsolved.
But is it ultimately and definitively unsolvable? What if it is not?
And how would we know whether it is or not? Is there a logic and a pragmatics to this issue which might allow us to venture a more dynamic answer other than merely "Wait and see" or "Only time will tell"? Because if we can reason our way to a fuller understanding of all its roots, branches and implications, we ought to be much better able to achieve pre-emption and remediation, as is assumed by all involved to be the goal. Hence, this paper sets out to answer these questions using rational analysis, logic, and critical philosophical reasoning.
Efforts to Reduce Car Crash Events
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There have been massive efforts, stretching far back in time, almost all the way back to the first appearance of motor vehicles equipped with fossil-fuel-powered internal combustion engines in significant numbers on roads, to address the problem of traffic accidents in the world.
There were three countries where the mass motorization of society first got going: Germany, France, and Great Britain. The USA was not far behind. In Germany, prior to 1900, there were only individual German States' efforts to manage the problems of In view of all the massive worldwide efforts mentioned above, and so many others too numerous even to mention here, why has nothing been achieved? This is an evident puzzle, and a mystery: there has to be some better explanation than just to shrug and say, "Well, we tried our best, but the problem is bigger than our available resources could deal with." The implication of this excuse is clearly, "Let us throw even more money at the problem."
What is it about the problem of car crashes that makes it so as it increasingly presents itself in the modern age, the 'system'.
The psychological and cultural analysis pertains to a certain theory of 'civilization' itself, best represented in the works of Freud and his successors. Usefully, these two lines of thought are convergent in the case of the car crash problem.
Freudian Theory of Civilization
The argument presented in this paper starts with a psychocultural 
Counter-arguments
A possible counter-argument is that car crashes do not happen as a result of any will to do damage: they are, precisely, 'accidents', which nobody actually intended to cause, and therefore Freud's model does not fit them. The answer to this objection is that the human individual or collective will is a conscious entity, not part of the unconscious mind, and therefore the model does not require the presence or action of any conscious will-to-crash in order to be applicable.
It may be objected that the statistics on vehicular traffic accidents would likely be much worse if there had not been all this quixotic effort to curb them, and therefore it is not a case of the failure of repression to prevent destructive behavior: rather, it is a case of commendable partial success. The answer to this objection is that it belongs in the realm of pure untested speculation: we have only the results that we actually have, and not other, imaginary results.
What would or could or might have happened in the absence of all these repressive measures remains unknown.
The politics of Car Crashes
In a world where state encroachment on individual liberties is self-evidently rampant, it can be argued that such liberties urgently require to be protected and defended. In a world where inequality of wealth and of individual rights is worse than ever and constantly worsening further, it can be argued that any effort to make people more equal must be welcomed, encouraged and supported. At the same time, it seems fairly clear that State power over the individual has increased in this century out of all proportion, whereby the great paradox is that the more powerful the State becomes, the less able it is to solve the large problems Pretty soon you will be able to drive a carbuy a car that will drive itself everywhere and they won't even have steering wheels.
Self-driving Cars
[...] if we can use the existing infrastructure, our four million miles of [US] roads and streets that we already have without any changes to them, self-driving cars can totally transform how we use that, make it a lot more effective, faster, cheaper, safer and more convenient than the transportation system we have today. Principles' reads as follows:
We will protect and enhance the freedoms enjoyed by Americans.
U.S. DOT embraces the freedom of the open road, which includes
the freedom for Americans to drive their own vehicles. We envision an environment in which automated vehicles operate alongside conventional, manually-driven vehicles and other road users. We will protect the ability of consumers to make the mobility choices that best suit their needs. We will support automation technologies that enhance individual freedom by expanding access to safe and independent mobility to people with disabilities and older Americans.
Until the Autonomous Driving Systems (ADS) revolution actually happens, no-one can tell whether this grand promise will ever be kept. But where the typically mendacious political rhetoric of a chaotic administration is concerned, it would no doubt be prudent to maintain a strict policy of caveat emptor.
There is one scenario that is often invoked, and which is at least as plausible as any of the others: that human drivers in nonautomated vehicles will sooner or later be banned entirely from using the roads, and where is the 'enhanced individual freedom' then?
Why should the rest of the world worry about the US federal government's ADS policy and whether it will ever be implemented? Because whatever else may be said about it, the US is still a very influential country: where the US leads, many will follow.
Conclusions
Staggering and incalculable amounts of money are spent every
year on paying people to jet around the planet and congregate in lavish hotels and conference centers to talk and think about ways to save lives on the world's roads, but the upward spiral of deaths and injuries continues unabated. Little or nothing has been achieved, and this seems unlikely to change. This paper has argued that all or most of that expenditure is wasted and all (or most of) those efforts are in vain because those experts and officials in their costly global get-togethers are all missing the point.
As long as the citizens of the world have any liberty left, they will in some degree be free to go astray and kill or maim themselves or others. Road traffic and motor vehicles are merely the modern mode of expression of the ancient two-edged sword called 'human freedom'. To err is human, as the old proverb goes, and if all chance of human error is one day eliminated, so is our fundamental humanity.
Until the day comes when we have handed over all agency and responsibility to the Ultimate Great Other of technology and are all riding around in 'autonomous vehicles' that make all the decisions for usin other words, until we become totally enslaved to a machine intelligence that is not our ownthere will continue to be car crashes, fatalities and injuries. Those who love liberty must be prepared to take that on board. This paper thus concludes, as befits its topic, with an open question: given what is well known about the history of the human mind, even if it were possible to 'reprogram' our DNA so as to eliminate from the world all forms of error, waste and loss, would we really want such a world?
